pagan judges. This insistence is peculiar to 1 Corinthians; it seems to be the reverse of the account in Acts 18:12-17 where Paul is himself taken by his fellow-Jews before a pagan judge, Gallio. Gallio refuses to hear the case, insisting that the Jews of Corinth deal with matters of "word, names and your law" X6yoj xai 6vo[id(tMv xai v6?toj Tou xa9' 18:15). This striking coincidence may not signify anything much more than the very close association of communal judgment with the Corinthian community.
The main point of this paper is to investigate the insistence upon communal judgment in 1 Cor. 6:1-11, especially the aberrant behaviour which has given rise to the case in question.
1 Cor. 5 and 6 have been regarded as a locus classicus for an understanding of Paul's sexual ethic. Not only do these chapters include a dramatic account of sexual impropriety (5:1-8), they also include three vice-catalogues in which sexual sins are dominant (5:10;
5:11; 6:9b-10) and an impressive discussion of the body and problems of immorality (6:12-20). But 6:1-11 (or 1-8) is almost universally excepted from the discussion of Paul's sexual ethic,i being viewed for the most part as an intrusion.
The thesis of this article is that all of chapters 5 and 6, including 6:1-11, has to do with sexual questions.
J. H. Bernard
is the only person in this century who has presented a reasoned case for chapter 6 being connected to chapter 5 in subject matter,2 and "No commentator seems to have accepted Bernard's suggestion. "3 Usually his view has been given short shrift by those who know of it, and the majority are ignorant of it.4 4 Some indefensible parts of his hypothesis should be rejected, but some of his evidence has continuing validity and will be restated in what follows. It may be summarized thus:
-the structure of 1 Corinthians suggests prima facie that chapters 5 and 6 ought to be connected with each other; -the occurrences of i1;ouO'LeX?ELV in 6:12 and 7:4; of àmoO'upEL0'9OtL in 6:8 and 7:5; of di8?xos x-cX. in 5:10, 11; 6:9-10; and Of1tÀwvE1;COt in the vice-lists and in 1 Thess. 4:6 suggest a sexual sin; -the argument of 6 :1-11 deals not so much with the impropriety of Christians ever appearing before heathen tribunals but with the impropriety of sins of adultery and infidelity being judged by anything other than Christian standards.
From this evidence Bernard concludes that the 7:pi-r?tar(x of 6:1 1 are "cases of adultery or the like; and that the a8vxia of which he speaks throughout chapter 6 is the wrong which is done when domestic honour is hurt..."
He goes on from this to claim that "...the whole discussion [is] strictly relevant to the scandal that had recently occurred in the Christian community at Corinth (5:1)",5 and he claims further that the offender "is the same as the offender of 2 Cor. 2:5f. and 7:12f. "6 The latter arguments, the identity of the offender in 2 Corinthians and the one in 1 Cor. 5 : 1, and the exact overlap of 1 Cor. 5 with 6:1-11, should not be maintained.
